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REMARKS 

Claims 1 and 4-16 remain pending in the application for further consideration by the 
Examiner. Applicants respectfully request that the Examiner enter this response after Fmal 
Office Action since it is believed that the remarks provided herein overcome all rejections and 
that the application stands in condition for allowance. 

Claims land 4.15 were rejected under 35 U.S.C. §102(b) as be.ng anticipated by U.S. 
Patent No. 6.067.458 rChen"). All reiections are traversed for the reasons set forth below. 

^^S^ubmit that claims 13-15 are not anticipated by Chen. As a preiimlnanr 
matter, neither the Final Office Action nor the previous Ofr,ce Acfion se^ forth wrth ar^ 
particularity how the specific limitations recited in these claims are anticipated by Chen. In both 
^: :ls. the reU of Cairns 13-15 was supported only by ^^^^^J^^^ 
- for re.ct.on of Cairns 1.0 in .e 0.ce ^ 
different additional limitations in Caims 13-15. Seoonaiy. we rma 
n Appncn.. arsumenu provided « «« p«v.o«, 0«ce AdX. «spon^ •m.^ 
Z dWnlns P«w«n claim, 13-16 and Chen ™««noe. Accort.ngV. Appl«an.s 

MO,. lmpo«an«y, Applicant ,ubn« *»t dalm. 13-16 ^ no. an.«,pa«. by a«n 

Tc^, For «a.npl,, .he« are ab«lu..ly no cachings mc^tm .«he, «.pr«,^ or 

3 U ^I^n« o, AppKcanU- calmed ,n«n.^. -ch la par«=u^-V advantag^u « 
handong ■«.« hando»-. la aupporlad In Applicant' aped«ca«on. aaa. a.fl.. page 9. Un« 
Z^„« Chan doa, no. or auggea. each of «>a lln.«a«ons recited in cla,m 13 Applicant 

J. Chan ra-a^noa .hareTo^ does no. an.^a« Cln, 13 '^^^'^^^^ 
*a. *. Examlnar w«hd.aw ma r^jaClon accordingly. Because claims 14 ^'^^^ 

13. mas. -«»nden. .alms are .eretor. also halleved «, ^ «« 

masons se. form above for claim 13 as «all as for omer novel features meraln. 

CMHnill . ^ H , ,„rt 4.12 are not anUdpated by Chen because each and 

:r' rr^a I no'escL^^ - 

r elTa.: LII othe.,.. both m .a statements o, the re^ an- 
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*«^r« the arevious Office Action response. Applicants submit 

that Chen does nol descnbe, e«n« expras y >■ 

recited m AppOcanls' Caim 1 (end Calm 1 1 whl* ha. .«.ter l«™u.t«ort. 

Chen 1, ooncwned with adiurtlnB the epp«>pna.e power leva, for ..ansmmna date m 

3V.43.S4,. .".e'3„c.herenn^.n,en,Chende.c«^s^.^^w^1^^ 

o\ that data IS then received ^ \ ^"Q p^sp ^irtnun —in 

the haM «»tion v^r there I. a ( llt n tmp i ml ^l inn "^"^ "'^ Jtt.a r ^ 

p„,po». that the power control lnft«ma.lcn ,s (aedt»cK ) » ^'^V b... .tation 

receiving en iDStflSfiSD .^"in <he .te.on bsto O e • .n p^^««^ -) 
ending the data tr«»n*.ion to the mobile. Accordingl,. Chen doe. not 
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reedba* m.n, tt« ^bils based ih, -««.c " P«»n« of . flnW i Wn^ml^Inn ftOT IhD 

to «-e Examine.. om.rwl». a mob«. s«»on m upon detoc«o« o. a recepton o. a 

,„ part^. Chen cnl, m« .he bandw^m, and hence «,e ""^ - ^" 

p„L conu^ from «» n»b.e te^on S lnc«=»ed ,n ''^^^T^. 

L me ba« aa«on. cnen 1. 3ll«* about bansmitUng Infbmat^n at a d^eren. rate f» 

coni Jon Jcben-. RG. 7 and acoon,pan,.n9 desc.p«on (col. 11. «ne 40 » co^. 10l~ 
Of >*l* a« d,ed ,n «,e Exan,ine.s «,Ponse ,o Appncan.3' arsumenu. Ap^«^ 
sub™. «a, routine 300 desalbed by Chen must be viewed ,n a '-^e' 
Z^o. any particular step In isolation. As descnbed tor step 320, data is "presented .o«« 

a high rate transfer to the motile. Step 330 rentes -te« the nace^er to 
Td^o. power control infonna«on about toward «nK-. Not, that Chen doe. ^ 
rJLnsnUs^n occur, yet. but only that the base station and mobile are B£fflfflanaJia^ 

.y on. instn^ouns the other to ^.e the ,«e oT sending p»» 
j^;^^^^. apprc».ate power adjus«»nts can be made to support the «*»^"' 
rnsmlss-^n. Subse.u«,t steps, lncH,dln» step 360. desc*e .he -i"^'^ ^^J^ 
forward llnK (i.e.. power) culminating in the a^SSSat-soLdsaJ.^^ *on, the base s.a.«n 

" " TeT^O tCcuU., rec«e. .contn- the power level o, the transmm. using low, .u. or 
nlghra.r.r:.^«.recth.h™top™».-i--— - ^^^Z 
1 speciteation. Chen is rrtaning specifically to the process that occur. Usfie any «» 
rnZ^ocour.. Whether.. Via thetorw^di^tromba^^^o^^^^ 

»mh«din«nts or whether Its via the reverse link as inferred by the Examiner in tne unice 

Acbon. ^^^^ ^ 3 ,,^on of the mobile receiving the ^ 

feedback from the mobile to the base s« ^^^^ ^^.^.^ 

taoaoilaaifi ^^ T T 1 tT p eplre for such transmisston. 

for 

instmcting the mobile to vary the rate of feedback (power 

the base station so that appropriate power levels can be set at the base sxai 

the data transmission to the mobile. 
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With respect to the Examiner's response to Applicants' arguments from the first Office 
Action, Applicants respectfully disagree with the Examiner's Interpretation and characterization 
of the teachings in Chen at col. 13. lines 20-65 and lines 55-65 in particular. This portion of 
Chen (or any other portion for that matter) does not describe varying the rate for reporting 
channel quality information from a mobile to a base station as a function of the absence or 
detection, by the mobile, of a riata transmission fmm the base gtatipp. contrary to the 
Examiner's assertion otherwise. 

Applicants do agree generally with the Examiner's statement that Chen teaches that the 
mobile [and base station] can estimate and then test the proper power level necessary to send 
data at the high rate. However, this statement simply reinforces the fact that Chen teaches a 
mobile and base station exchanging and adjusting power control infomiation (estimating, 
testing, etc) prin ^ \n the antua l hi^^h rate data transmission occurring lw?twggn the mobile and the 
bas^ station . This is quite differem than Applicants' claimed invention in which the rate of the 
channel quality information provided by the mobile is varied based on the presence or absence 
«f Hata transmission fro m the base station to the mobile- 

Moreover, the cited portion of disclosure from Chen at col. 13. lines 20-66 (see lines 20- 
32 in particular), describe a completely different scheme than that being claimed by Applicants. 
For example, in this cited portion. Chen discloses that the base station stores a power level that 
was p»> vin..^iv measured when data was prev)qM»lv Bent and the base station simply a 
previous power level lor a subsequent data transmission. Here. Chen is not even describing 
varying the rate of any power control information feedback from the mobile to the base station. 

With regard to the cited portion of Chen at col. 13. lines 33-40 discussing the situation of 
a transmission that is to occur via the reverse link from mobile to base station. Applicants again 
must disagree with the Examiner's characterization of the Chen teaching as being anticipatory 
of Applicants' claimed invention. Chen is describing a situation In which the reverse link Is 
operating at idle (e.g.. 1/8- rate) and "date is received fnr tmn^miseion gignq the reverse link" 
(emphasis added). Applicants submit that, upon careful reading and consistent with the entire 
disclosure in Chen, this statement simply refers to data being received at the mobile (e.g.. from 
a user) -vk^'» t-"* *r«n.c;mission along the reverse link (i.e.. to the base station as the 
Examiner points out). That is. this embodiment refers somewhat to the converse of preceding 
embodiments, wherein here the mobile receives data fnr sMh^pqitqnt tranffmrnnn to base 
station (but not from the base station) and. in response, the mobile increases to the full rate thus 
increasing the feedback bandwidth to the base station. Again, this embodiment in Chen is still 
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is not the same as a mobile, in response to a data transmission from the base station, varying 
the rate of channel quality feedback, as claimed by Applicants. 

Rnally. while the Examiner appropriately acknowledges that the teachings in Chen are 
primarily directed toward the control being effected on the base statkan side, Applicants do not 
agree with the inferences or conclusions being drawn with respect to the capabilities of a mobile 
station in the context of the Chan teachings. In particular, the Examiner states that, in the 
context of the Chen teachings, the mobile station can have "its own capability in detectinq the 

nfthft base station in order to request or adjust to the appropriate power levels necessary 
yhBthar to ser^ri data or channel quality reports back to the base station at a low rate or at a 

high rate" (emphasis added). 

First. Applicants do not at all agree that Chen suggests this capability for a mobile (or a 
base station for that matter) and respectfully invite the Examiner to specifically point out how the 
teachings in Chen support such an interpretation. Instead. Applicants submit that the 
capabilities of a mobile are more accurately summarized by what Applicants stated previoosly. 
That is. consistent with the teachings of Chen as a whole, the capabilities to infer for the mobUe 
would be that, /n pr ^mtinn for a suh seo uent data trf^nsm i^piQP RVQr th^ fBv^rgft llnK tff a baag 

station , that the mobile may adjust its rate of transmisston of power control information to the 
base station. As stated previously by Applicants, this is quite different than a mobile adjusting 
its channel quality feedback based on the presence or absence of a ytntff tP^nsrnji^^ign friyp th^ 
base station (e.g.. over the fonward link). 

IWoreover. Applicants respectfully submit that such general and liberal exterwtons of the 
teachings In Chen are not only unsupported by the disclosure in Chen, but are also not sufRcient 
to establish a case for anticipation in which each and every element of the claimed invention 
must be found in Chen, which Applicants believe not to be the case fbr all the reasons set forth 
hereinabove. 

Because Chen fails to teach or suggest each and every recited limitation in claims 1 and 
11. Applicants submit that Chen therefore does not anticipate claims 1 and 11 and respectfully 
request that the Examiner withdraw the rejections accordingly. Because claims 4-10 and 12 
each depend from respective base claims 1 or 11. these dependent claims are therefore also 
believed to be allowable for the same reasons set forth above for claims 1 and 11 as well as for 
other novel features therein that are not disclosed by Chen. 

With regard to claim 8, for example, Chen does not teach or suggest estimated channel 
quality being used to derive a transmission format for a subsequent transmission, wherein the 
transmission fomiat Includes one or more parameters selected from modulation format, number 
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Of codes, and transmission rate. As previously discussed. Chen only teaches denying the 
proper power level for a subsequent high-speed transmission. With regard to claim 9. 
Applicants respectfully disagree that the cted portions or any other portions of the Chen 
reference teach or suggest a base station receiving channel quality information from a mobMe. 
estimating channel quality therefrxjm. and then calculating an amount of redundancy for 
retransmissions accordingly. At most. Chen describes transmitting a osssf transmission to a 
nujbile using a pyl^Mly^tn^d no^ver level for the link. This teaching is not at all the same or 
even suggestive of using estimated channel quality to calculate an amount of rftduntjanOY TQf 
retra nsmission of ^ pr^Min.... transmission as Claimed by Applicants. 

In view of the foregoing. Applicants submit that Chen fails to describe, either expressly 
or impliedly, each and every element of Applicants' claims and. as such. Applicants' claims are 
not anticipated by Chen. Accordingly. Applicants' respectfully request entry of this Response 
After Final, reconsideration, and withdrawal of the rejections of claims 1 and 4-15. 

Conclusion A -J- I* 

Applicants believe that all pending claims stand in condition for allowance. Accortimgly. 
Applicants earnestly solicit a Notice of Allowance. Any questions can be directed to the 
Applicants' attorney at the number below. 

Respectfully submitted, 



Reg. No. 41.209 
Attorney for Applicants 
(732)949-3578 

Lucent Technolggies Ina 
Date: ^/f/^y 
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